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Abstract This study examined the factors affecting the emergency nursing performance of nursing
students during a simulation. The variables related to the simulation were the objective and subjective
emergency nursing performance, critical thinking, program outcome, simulation satisfaction, simulation
confidence, and simulation immersion. The participants were 92 senior students who provided informed
consent with an explanation about attending the study. The general characteristics and
simulation-related data were obtained from the students before and after the simulation. An assessor
evaluated the objective emergency nursing performance during the simulation and program outcome
through a report reviewed after the simulation. Data analysis was performed using the number,
percentage, mean, standard deviation, X3-test, one-way ANOVA, Pearson correlation, and progressive
regression through the SPSS/WIN 22.0 program. Emergency nursing performance by the assessor was
negatively associated with the satisfaction of clinical practice (r=-.31, p=.005) and positively related to
the subjective clinical performance (r=.23, p=.036). The affecting rate was just 12%, which was low for
explaining the objective emergency nursing performance during the simulation. Further studies will be
needed to explore other factors affecting the emergency nursing performance.
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2.4.6 ANZH0l8 52 Table 1. General characteristics of subjects
(N=92)
Martin¥} Jackson [24]19] HAEJALE JeongT
Jeong [25]0] 7(4 s TR 7 _—E—,_*‘:]- o] ;(],7} 157]_0]_5 Characteristics N(%) or M*SD
2 sttt & 10239 59 Likert HE2 ol ¢ 28 24.243.1
1 11(12.0
om BRFP4TE £24E ABHoIA FEEY] B Gender e .
, Female 81(88.0)
= AL Yugit} /Al AEE Cronbach’s =93 » You 7185)
ojglom, & Aol 88019l felision No 75615)
Satisfaction for Good 37(41.6)
2.5 Xfﬂ AII nursing Moderate 52(58.4)
Good 43(47.
A7 £AL SFS AEY o)A AL At Fof A Interpersonal relation >® 3479
Moderate 48(52.7)
oﬂo]-Oﬂ Ou:‘ 7] ‘8_‘ 019151 2% ZIOE]I“?‘E] 2019]{1 4'% 3 4 6( 6.7)
o]t 3.5-3.9 42(47.2)
Grade of last semester
3.0-3.4 35(39.3)
2.6 X2 24 2.9 6(6.7)
e 1Q a0 a Good 21(22.8)
= i o 5 ; .
AT AR SPSS/WIN 220 ZRABE 0183 sasfaction for TN odrare 66718)
=453t Bad 5(5.4)
- AR Rt 5‘3-4 AlEold s B 35 Good 49(53.3)
Hel A WiBg Wil BEHAE BXA519T Coping ability Moderate 36(39.1)
- A dErE £ w2 ARE QS8 Y Bad 7( 7.6)
2 Xz—testﬂ— one way ANOVAE H’i‘lﬁ}(ﬁ‘l} " missing data was excluded
75 s AJBol4 Bl WS}
9] AT A = Pearson correlation coefficient AlEFold T T&HS AR Table 29 At
2 gapisict Bl oje) B7FE AV Psele] Azoby
SENE Aol G3F 291 Progressive  °] B7IEF FHA QYRR A UEith vl
regressiong ©l-&5FAH. 2 AT 47 who] 2.1+0.479, Aol W= A]
Efold AT AlEEold EY-2 53 v 242t
4.0+0.74, 3.8+0.5%, 3.8+0.5% °lAr}.
3. ¢y
Table 2. Simulation related variables
3.1 RIS gt S 0452
AR ddkd EAJL Table 13 Zth B4 A9 Variables Range M+SD
2 24. 2}‘110104 th = 81.5%7]' w\q'—l—- O]'Mq'. Zl‘ﬁ’— Objective nursing performance 0-25 15.5+4.7
Shof| gt T3 il AlE By Skt Subjective nursing performance 0-25 19.9+4.9
o] B F oo R et 82 457 o Critical thinking 1-4 2.1+£04
3.5% o]alo] AAQ] 53.9%0]R0oH YAAILO| isH Program outcome 0-18 11.4£3.9
UEEO ‘2 o]A}o] 94.6%0]9l o hASEL 92 4%7} Simulation satisfaction 1-5 4.0+0.7
‘Z’ ]/%o] ]:}- Simulation confidence 1-5 3.840.5
Simulation immersion 1-5 3.84£0.5
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Table 3. Objective nursing performance according

Table 5. Factors influencing clinical performance

to general characteristics (N=92)
(N=92)
Adj
Characteristics M+SD t or F(p) B SE | 8 t p R? F p
24 | 164£22 Constant  |16.27]2.88]  [5.66] <001
Age =4 152253 1.03(.304) S
Male [ 17317 avistaction “or | > 8310.991-0.301-2.86 .005
Gender Female | 153£5.0 1.28(.204) clinical practice 12 658/ 002
. Yes 153+3.7 Subjective
Religion No 155550 0.03(.979) r}ursing 0.22 [0.10[0.22(2.08| .040
Satisfaction for Good 16.5+4.7 pertormance
nursing Moderate | 14.6+4.7 1.82(072)
. Good 149445 ~
Interpersonal relation Moderate | 16.1£5.0 1.14(.260)
4 152453 4 iol
Grade of last 3.5-3.9 15.9+4.4 0.22(883) = =
semester 3.0-3.4 15.1+53 o
29 el 2 A7 BAnAe 59 £2E Agdeld Bl
) ) 00 9+4.5
swtacion ot o isosse | 4ot 4o Q9 B0l Algalold o] 2w A4y
ad | 120245 5ol B Qe Ak Ayt
Good 16.3+4.1 o
Coping ability Moderate | 14.1+5.4 1.92(.153) E‘ CE:ILEH%X]'-O’] .ug‘__cd 22 ZA‘HE 4_9}1{%_ Z_].'b__gj_
fad | fo A tgoR & 201340 20 WEI Lee F126]
9] 23 5A1E} 94Tt ol ks et tiEAL 59 ?J
NEHOI B S 5 AR PISTEAL ool vigol ol oSl Hadel SIS
TR AAREATE U AL Table 49 2o AR & 9leg 338 4 9lr}. X3t 88.0%7 oAo= urE}
o AW YYSB5AS FA WISWSET  grie), o Az 2017d0] I Parksh Kim 127
r=.23, p=.0369 34 AT ASiTh 9] 91.8%HT} oY 9] Hlgo] ol Ao =R 715 e}

Table 4. Correlating among simulation related variables

(N=92)
Variables a b c d e f g
Objective
nursing 1
performance®
Subjective 3
nursin; ) 1
performaf;ceb) (036)
Critical .19 | -.06
thinking® _[(119)[c621)| !
Program -17 | .07 | -.06 1
outcome?  [(.140)|(512)| (617)
Simulation 14 | -.04 34 13
satisfaction? |(214)[(.728)| (002) |(.254) 1
Simulation 18 | .12 44 11 .56
confidence’ |(112)](252)] (<001 [(31D] (coon | !
Simulation 20 | 22 30 .10 40 52 1
immersion® [(.070)](039)| (006) |(.364)| (<.001) | (<.001)
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